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ie The Flying-Poft has ‘Va-Church'd the Kirk, itv his Fary againft the Chureb 


of Scotland. 


a. The Cafe not the fame with the Foreign Proteftant Churches, 

J Vpon what Foot he wou'd Debarr the Epiſcopal Church in Scotland ftom any 
Pretence of Conjcience in their Diffenting from Presbytery, 

4. The -Arch-Bifbop of Glafgow Depriv’d by the Affertory AF. But Reftor’d by 


Vieans. of the Bifbops. in England. 
é. —J Charge of Eraſtianiſm Retorted 
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.) Rebearfal. Had not Room to fpeak 
—— 1 fo fully in my Laft to 


the Flying Poff of the 
gth Inttant his Charge againft the Biftops in 
Scotland, That they wefe Divefted in the 
Reign of K. Char. 2. according to their own 
Principles, of all the Power they con’d pretend 
to as Bifhops in the Church of Scotland. And 
that they omn’d in Parliament ‘they bad no other 
than a Lay- Authority. 1 then fhew’d the uttet 
Falfity of all this. How the Scots Bifheps and 
Clergy did oppofe the Affertmry AG, and the 


‘tain’d from the King and Council (which* by 
their Conftitntion, has the Authority of ‘a 
Lam, in the Intervals of Parliaiments) ah Ex- 
ation of it, whereby all thofe Inherent 
bes which the. Church‘ Enjoy’d for the firft 
300 Years, were Recogniz’d to be. ftill 
in her, and ‘left Free and‘ Intire to her: 
Which was all that cou’d be Ask’d. Was 
this Owning that they had no other than a 

Lay- Authority ? Had they no Orher in the fir 
oo Years? What Grotnd then had the 
* Poff to fay, 1i’s hop’d the REHEAR- 
SER will own that a Lay Deprivation is Suffici- 
ent again(t fuch men who bave only a Lay=Au- 
thority. Yes, Sir, 1 will freely own. it. But 
0 you know where this. will Light ? If Pres. 
erian Ordination, not only without Bishops, 
in Direct Oppofition to their own 5: y 


dinations in Scotland, and in: England too, are 
hot only Nal and Void, ‘but are Schifmand 
lion apainft the Lord, a8 was that. 

Korab. And thefe fo Ordain’d, are not Or- 
dsin’d, but are meer Lay Aen frill, nay wotſe 
than Lay-men, that’ is, Rebels againft God, 
and Schifmatichs againſt Chit, Rending His 
Body in Pieces. And againft fuch Lay-Men, 
a Lay-Deprivarion is ſumcient. ‘Whit —J 
full Anfwer to all your Objection⸗ ab 

the. Bartholomem-A&, and: the Laying; afide' 
your Presbyterian-PreachingsLay-men, after the: 


(2.) Country-man. Have a Care, Mafter; 
what you do! Wou'd you Jn-validat the 
Ordinations, and Confequently Un-Church thé 
Foreign Proteftant Churches, who have no Bis 
thops ? Never think of it! It will Raife ſuch 
a Cry againft you, that you will never be 
Heard! You'had better’ be a Papifh ic felf, 
than Talk at this Rate. 

Rehear]. Be not afratd, ‘Country-Midh, 1 am 
upon a fire Bottom. And ther are more fot 
Us, than thofe that be againft Us. ‘But f 
have Warded againft this Objettion, when I 
put the Ouxeftion of thofe Presbyrers who Pre- 
fume to Ordain, not only without Bifhops, 
but in Oppofition to their Bifbops, and Cons 
demn Epifcopacy it ſelf. Whom Calvin Cur- 
fes with ‘all Anathemaes, atid Bera Reckous 
them AZAd- Men, as I have before Quoted them, 
Num. 32+ So that our Diffenttrs, or the Pres- 
byterians ‘in Scotland, will Receive no Help 
from the “Reformed Churches Abroad, but are 
Condemm'd by them, for ftanding out againft 
a Proteftant’Epiftopacy. "The'Proteffants Abroad 
Reform’d front under a —* Epifcopaty, not 
becanfe it was Epifcopacy, buc Becatieit was 
Popifh: For they ees England,'and 
Bleifed God ‘for ‘the Proteffant Epifcopacy here, 
and wifh’d® they fad che Like. Buc they 
pleaded’ “Weeefity ‘for themfelvess that -they 
cou’d not have it, in ‘their CircumfPances, 

I will not Enter vpon the Point°now; 
how far Neceſſiy may Excufe in ſuch Cafes. 
Nor Examine theCircuimffancés of their Neceſſi- 
- But ‘whatever Alowance} may be made 
for the Caſe of Wecefiry, yet none at all can 
be Given for Obfinacy and wilful Rebellion a⸗ 
gainft that'Government’ which Chrift left Efta- 
blifoéd in his Church. This laft is the Cafe of 
the “Presbyterians in Scorlind, and of our Dif= 
fenters here. The former of the Protefants 
Abroad: Let any one Jadge how they are 
Alike ! fod they muft Aflow this to be their 
Cafe, tillthey can Prove, that not Epifcopacy, 
but Presbytery was the Government which Chrift 





Roftauration, 1 fay. this is a Full) Anfwerto 
all thefe thing§ till you have Prov’d the Va- | 
lidity of Presbyterian’ Ordination, nov oily 

without Bifhops, but, as bfaidy in Oppofition' |. 
to their Bifhops, y 


[; 





Appointed} which the Apoffles fet up; and 
which was in Fatt the Government of the 
Churches of ‘Chriff all. che World over in the 
times of- the Apoffles, and thofe firft Ages. 
And when they have Proved this, Pil turn 
Presbyterian with them! Nay Pll go 8* 
wit 
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with them, I,Promife, to turn Presbyterian, 
if I Prove not ‘the Dire& Countrary, viz.-that,| 
Epifcopacy, atid not Presbytery; was that Go- 
vernment Of thé Church. 


( 3.) How theft ican the! yng Pop fay, 
(and he has off téd it, and Ihave 
Quoted it before) that the Ep:/copal Church 
in Scotland can have no Pretence of Confcience 
_ for. Diffeming from the, Presbyterian Govern- 
ment of the @hurch there? And he Pleads 
this as the Reafon why the Epifeopal Church 
there ought to. have no. Toleration, though 
the’ Diffenters Enjoy it here: * 7 

Country-m: Then it feems he: thinks, that 
the Right of Presbytery is fo much Clearer than 
that of Epifcopacy. aS 

Rehearf. No. Hecannot think it; nor any 
one in the World. The Presbyterians are con- 
tent to be on the Defenfive. They cannot 


Deny the Flagrancy of the Teftimonies are | by 


brought for Epfcopacy, arid Labour hard un- 
der them. Dear ee ce 

Coustry-m. How is it then that the#ying-Pe 
fhon’d fuppofe, that Men may Scruple on the 
one fide, and not on the Orher? And confe- 
quently, that Toleration fhou’d he Granted 
tothe One, and not to the Orber ? 

Rebearf. He goes upon another foot, he 
—*5* that the Bifhops and Clergy ĩn Scor- 
land, have given.up Epéfcopacy, by the Affer- 
tory Aét, of which we have ſpoken; and fo 
can.have no more any Pretence of Confcience 
to Serupleagainit Presbytery. 

unsry-m. Youshave fully Difprev’d that, 
and Turn’d it quite Contrary, that they 
ftood Refolutely againft it, and Refus’d the 
Te made purfuant to it, till they had ob- 
tain’d a full Recognition of the Jnherens-Rights 
of — 55* * in —— 
the Mert .And yet the Fiying-P. 
fays, It * Plain that. Scots Bifbops —9— in 
Parliamens they bad no ether than a Lay Aa 
thoriry. 

Rebear/. You fee.now what ftrefs is to be 
laid upon their Confident —— It carries 
with People that know nothing of she Matter. 
For. how is it Poflible any one, Cou’d think, 
that a Scot⸗· Aan, who Pretends tobe fo well 
vers'd in the Scets-Affairs, fhou’d fay, it is 
Plain, when it is Planly the Contrary ? But 
when. weConfider he is a Presbyterian,the Won- 
der Geafes! : 


“(4-) Country-m, It will be a Greater Won 
der, if any body Believes one word they fay 
for the future? But, Adafter, did K. Char. 2, 
make no ufe of this Afercory Ad? 

Rebearf. Yes, he did ia one, Inftance, he 
Difpofleis’d, by vertue of this 4#, the Wor- 
thy Dr. Burnet, then Arch Bifsep of Glafgow, 
and put Dr. Leighton, into his Room. But 
fo Modeft’ were, they in this new Acquir’d 
Power, and ſo Suipicious of its Tevare, That 
they gave not the Title of Arch-Bifeep to Dr. 
Leighton, he was, only call’d Commendator of 
Glafgew, rill a Refignation was Procur’d from 
Arch-Bifhop Burner. Nor did. they think this 
Sufficient, as not being perfeQly Voluntary ; | 
The Bifvops in Scotland were much Defturb'd 





other Englifh Bifops, did Efpoufe ie i - 
as thinking it their own; they then Cope’, 


Conntry-m, This was Acting like Bip — : 
ie 
my Miftakes may Princes tun into for Wat of 


( §.) But Afsffer, in the fame a 


Bifhops im Scotland to Exercife any Epifend 
Power in that Nation, now they are Difchagd 
Law, muft according to their faid Principe, 
hor only be Schiſm, but Rebeliion. Which is(fayg 
he) 4 full Anſwer to your Ridiculous Charge the 
the Scots Presbyterians approve of Lay-Deprivgs 
tion. ⸗ * 
Rebearf. It is fo from being a ful! Anfom, 
that it is no Axfwer at all. . It is .only ak. 
tortion, as if the Scots-Bifhops were Guilty of 
the fame. Which if true, (as 1 have thew 
itis. not) woud not Glear the Presbyterian 
one Jot; only thew, that they were as Dep 
in the Adud, as the other in the A“ire. And 
how. then can they Charge Eraftianifm and ' 
— upon the Church of ean 
when they are as Guilty of it Themifelves 
dus accufat Machos. Were not the Bifme() 
in Scotland, fince the Revolution, -Depriv’d) 
a. Meer Lay-uthority? And do's not the X 
make ufe of the Authority of the Privy Com 
to Deprive the Clergy there now? And’ 
bats not both their Provincial Synods folema- 
ly Abjar'd Erafiianif in their late Covenatt, 
which we have here in Print? Where ace 
now the Old true Blew Presbyterians ? Wheit 
is their Zeal for their Covenant ? Their Bror 
ken-Covenant ! That us'd to be the Word | And 
now they Break it Themfelvest And we heat 
of no Mourning or Humiliation-Days for this! 
‘They Charge the Bifhops there. not on 
with Rebellion but. Schifm, by vertue of the 
Lam, And yet they call Toleration Eftablith. 
ing Iniquity by Law. That is,the Lam is ag 
Argument agaialt Epifcopacy, but not agai 
Presbytery! Was not Epleopety once Eftablifh 
ed by Law in. Scotland ? rere'the Presbyte 
rians thenboth Rebels and Schi/maticks ? Hos 


gg come the. Bifhops to be fo nowt 
Mr. ving Poff, your An/wer—— ene 
LaftRehearfal, p.2. Col. 1.1, 13. x. to you all ye that 
ADVERTISEMENT. 


‘FOHE Crafty: Courtier: Or the Fable of 
u& -Reinard the Fox. Newly done into Eng: 
lith Verfe, from the Antient Latin Jembies of 
Haxtm. Schopperus,.And by him Dedicated to 
Maximilion then Emperor of ? aren 


Printed for J. -Nutt near Stationers Hall, 
1706. Price Bound 3 s. 64. 





at it; and his then Grace of Canterbury, with 


— — 





Landen, Printed and Sold by the Bookſellera of Lendex and Wefminfer, 1706. 

























































